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The 276 students who had completed courses in the high school honors program 
at Los Angeles City College between Spring 1964 and Fall 1967 were sent a 
questionnaire in an attempt to determine whether they regarded the experience as 
valuable, and to solicit suggestions for possible modifications of the program. The 
587 who responded answered questions about the following topics: (1) reasons for 
choosing to participate in the program, and for enrolling in the subjects completed; 
(2) comparison of academic plans while at LACC' with current plans; (3) possible areas 
of conflict between high school (and other) obligations and attending the honors 
classes at LACC; (4) advantages and disadvantages of program participation; (5) 
recommendations about the grade level best for participation; (6) possible attitude 
changes resulting from participation; and (7) suggestions for improving the program. 
Responses are reported in self-explanatory tables, presented in declining order of 
frequency and percentage of responses. The results indicate that participating 
students view the program favorably, and many recommend participation by more 
students in more courses. These favorable responses are consistent with previous 
studies on the academic performance of these students that show the program to be 
successful and worthy of encouragement by high school and college advisors. (MC) 
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“STUDENT EVALUATJON OF THE HUGH** SCHOOL 
HONORS PROGRAM AT LOS ANGELES C6TY COLLEGE*' 



PURPOSE OF THE STUDY 

Since I960, Los Angeles City College has been receiving groups of 
high-school seniors recommended by their counselors for advanced enroll- 
ment and credit in college courses. Los Angeles City College Counseling 
Center Research Studies #51-10, 63-16, and 67-10 have summarized the scholas- 
tic performance of these students, it seemed desirable In addition, however, 
to request the reactions of a sampling of these young people In order to 
determine whether they regarded the experience of advance college attendance 
as valuable, and to request suggestions for possible modifications of the 

prog ram * 

PROCEDURE OF THE STUDY 

Between Spring, 1364, and Fail. 1967, 276 students completed courses 
in the high-school honors program. A questionnaire (appended), with re- 
turn envelope, was sent to these participants. There were 235 whose ad- 
dresses were presumably current, since the questionnaires were not re- 
turned as unde! iverable; this represents 85% of those original ?y enrolled 
during the four-year period. Of the 235 deliverable questionnaires sent, 
replies were received from 137, or 58%. The replies were coded only by 
semester of first attendance; further Identification by name, on high-sehooi 
origin, or information on courses taken, was not requested. 

The Items were designed to elicit information about tne following. 
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PROCEDURE OF THE STUDY (continued) 

K Reasons for choosing to participate in the program and 
for enrol? ing in the subjects completed. 

2. Comparison between academic plans and goals at tfr* time 
of LACC attendance and at the time of returning tw 
questionnaire. 

3» Possible areas of conflict between hlgh-school and out- 
side obligations and time needed for LACC classes. 

4. Advantages and disadvantages of participation In the 
program. 

5<> Recommendations about the grade level best ror participate son. 

6„ Possible changes in attitude resulting from participation. 

7. Suggestions for improving the effectiveness of the program. 

The tables will be self-explanatory. For most of the quest ions 9 
the responses are presented in declining order of frequency# Since some 
respondents gave more than one answer,, percentages In many tables total 
more than 100% of the 137 returned surveys. 

TABLE 8 - Numbers of Responses 

wmmtat mm mmucm m 



"'Session of 
first attendance 


Number sent and 
delivered 


Number of 
responses 


Percent 


Spring 1964 


28 


14 


50 % 


Summer Session 1964 


3 


0 


0 


Fall 1964 


19 


7 


37 % 


Spring 1965 


20 


16 


80 % 


Summer Session 1965 


4 


1 


25 % 


Fall 1965 


26 


2? 


81 % 
a< 


Spring 1966 


19 


17 


89 % 

n o/ 


Summer Session 1966 


28 


12 


43 % 

a a m 


Fall 1966 


29 


9 


32 % 

JMB| (A AS 


Spring 1967 


26 


15 


58 % 


Summer Session 1967 


22 


14 


64 % 

(M A ft/ 


Fall *967 


15 


11 


73 % 
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TABLE 3 - What Were Your Reasons for Participating In the Program? 



Responses (roughly grouped) 'fjo % 



1, 


To have an introduction to college experience; 
challenge of college; more intense experience; 
transition 


86 


63% 


2. 


Wanted to start earning college units; to 
! Ighten freshman load 


39 


28% 


3. 


To get classes not offered In high school; 
t y go on In a specific field 


20 


15% 


4. 


To evade boredom or reglmentitlon or lack of 
intellectual challenge In high school 


15 


11% 


5. 


To seek greater variety; to broaden educational 
experience 


11 


8% 


6. 


To use time available because of completion 
of high-school requirements 


10 


7% 


7. 


To follow high-school counselor 0 s or instructor 0 s 
advice 


7 


5% 


8* 


To discharge some general education 
or Subject A) requirements early 


4 


3% 




To acquire prestige, ego-boost; be with friends 


4 


3% 


10 o 


As a second choice because of Ineligibility 
for UCLA program 


3 


3% 


11. 


To explore a possible college major 


2 


1% 


12. 


Miscellaneous responses: 


6(1 each) 





Enjoyed summer school 
Excuse for using family car 
Improve chances of admission 



to a private college 
LACC instructor had been recommended 
Evaluate LACC for possible continuation 



TABLE 3 - What Were Your Reasons for Choosing the Subject (s) You Enrolled In? 



Responses (roughly grouped) No 0 J% 



1. 


Interest In a new field 


50 


37% 


2. 


Part of a sequence for a major 


43 


31% 


3. 


Satisfy general education (or Subject A. 
requirements 


35 


26% 


4. 


Convenient time of day 


6 


4% 


5. 


Unavailable at high school (scheduling 

conflicts, etc.) 


4 


3% 


6. 


Test or develop capabilities 


4 


3% 


7 , 


Advice of previous honors students 


4 


3% 


8. 


Counselor 0 s suggestion 


3 


3% 



TABLE 3 

Responses (continued) 
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No. % 



9. 


Appropriate time for an elective 


3% 


3% 


10. 


Wanted a more Intensive course than was 
offered In high school 


3 


3% 


11 . 


To be with friends 


3 


3 % 


12. 


Curiosity about methods of teaching the 
subject 


2 


i% 


13. 


Continuity In a previously developed 
field of interest 


2 


i% 


14. 


Developing useful tools or general 
background of knowledge 


2 


i% 


15. 


Not too difficult as an Introduction 
to college 


2 


i% 


16 . 


"No specific reason 9 ’ 


2 


1% 


17. 


Miscellaneous responses 


3 (1 


each) 


18. 


No other Interesting subjects 
Needed one class to transfer 
back for high-school graduation 
Supplement current hlgh-school work 
No response 


1 





TABLE 4 - What Were Your Cofllege Plans When You Participated In the Program? 





Coileqe(s) of choice 


No. 


% 


1. 


UCLA 


79 


58% 


2. 


California State Colleges, Los Angeles 


26 


19% 


3 . 


University of Southern California' 


17 


12 % 


4 . 


Los Angeles City College 


16 

a O 


11 % 


5. 


University of California, Berkeley 


14 


10 % 


6. 


Stanford 


8 


6% 


7. 


C 1 ar emont Col 1 eges 


6 


4 % 


8. 


University of California (campus un- 








designated) 


5 


4% 


9. 


University of California, Santa Barbara 


4 


3 % 


10. 


San Fsrnando Valley State College 


3 


3% 


11 . 


California Institute of Technology 


3 


3 % 


12. 


University of California, Riverside 


2 


1% 


13 . 


Harvard 


2 


1% 


14 . 


Cariston 


2 


1 % 


15. 


Dartmouth 


2 


i% 


16. 


Miscellaneous 


15 (1 each) 




U. C. Santa Cruz 


Cornel 1 






Mills 


Wei lesley 






Johns Hopkins 


Vassar 






Sorbonne 


Northwestern 






Brigham Young University 


Yale 






Cal If. State, Long Beach 


Massachusetts 


Inst. 




Carnegie Inst. Tech. 


Calif. Inst. 


of Arts 




Occidental 






17. 


"Undecided” 


3 


3% 


18. 


No response 


1 


1 % 
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TABLE 5 - If You Are Mow In College, Where 



College 

1. University of California,, Los Angeles 

2. California State College at 

Los Angeles 

3. University of California, Berkeley 

4. Los Angeles City College 

5. University of Southern California 

6. California State, San Fernando Valley 

7. University of California, Santa Cruz 

8. Pacific University (Oregon) 

9. Miscellaneous 

California State, Long Beach 
University of California, 

San Francisco Medical 
Columbia University 
Claremont Colleges 
Yale 

Dartmouth 





Total 


In college 





Totals 



Are You Attending? 


% of those 


No. 


Respondents 


In eoileg* 


59 


Wo 


48% 


11 


8% 


m. 


11 


m, 


9 % 


11 


8% 


9 % 


10 


8% 


8 % 


3 


n 


n 


2 




n 


2 


I /© 


n 


14 (1 each) 10% 

Br Ingham Young (Utah) 
Oregon State University 
Reed College 
Stanford University 
Vassar 

Los Angeles Trade 
Technical College 
El Camino College 


n% 


123 




100% 


14 


10% 





137 100% 



TABLE 6 - If You Attended Another College Before the One Now Attended, Where Did You Go? 

(Each entry represents one response) 



Previous 

College 

U.C. Santa Barbara 
Santa Monica City College 
and L.A. Valley College 
Pasadena City College 
UCLA 
UCLA 

Cprnell University 
UCLA 

use, 

and UCLA, 
and LACC 

use 

LACC 



Length of 
Attendance 

9 0 
1 SS 
1 SS 

1 SS 
4 a 

2 a 
i a 

1 o 

2 S 

3 Q * 1 SS 
1 SS 

1 SS 

4 S 



Present 

College 

UCLA 

UCLA 

UCLA 

Los Angeles City College 
Los Angeles City College 
Los Angeles City College 
Los Angeles City College 
Cal If * State at Los Angeles 



Calif. State at Los Angeles 
Calif. State at Los Angeles 



(Table 6 continued on Page 6) 






s ■ jm *** -..• 



"xzemhmm 






im< 

I 



Fag© 



Prev -©us 


length of 


Present 


College 


Attendance 


College 


Los Angeles City College 


1 SS 


CallfoStat© at Los Angeles 


Oo of Calif o;, Santa Cruz 


6 Q 


Uo of Calif. g Berkeley 


Scraps College • 


4 S 


U„ of Cal If. B Berkeley 


0 , of Cal If 03 Los Angeles 


3 Q 


Uo of Callfo 0 Berkeley 


U. of Cal If o P Los Angeles 


1 S + 1 SS 


Uo of Calif. B Santa Cruz 


U» of Calif 03 los Angeles 


3 Q 


Uo of Cal If , 0 Santa Cruz 


Los Ange 1 es Valley College 


3 S 


San Francisco State College 


and San Francisco City College 


1 S 




U„ of Calif o D Los Angeles 


1 Q 


Dartmouth College 


Totals »., 


?0000000<5000#>00«»0<?#00 


18 


Key: Q. « quarter 


S * semester 


SS » summer session 



Original College of Choice, Versus College Actually Attended 

% 



A 



Unchanged 

1„ Uo 



Number 



Los Angeles 


43 


35% 


2o Uo ©f CaISfop Berkeley 


7 


6 % 


3. U„ of Southern Cal If „ 


4 


3% 


4o Los Angeles City College 


3 


n 


5, C«1If 0 State B Los Angeles 


3 


n 


6 o Miscellaneous (1 each) 


11 


|j| 




7T~ 


57%" 


Narrowed down choice of colleges 




to To U„ of Cal If 3 LoA 0 


9 


7% 


2 0 To CallfoStat©, L,A Q 


6 


5% 


3o To Uo of Southern Cal If . 


4 


3% 


4. To Los Angeles City 






College 


2 


n 


So Miscellaneous 


10 (1 each) 


i 




3™ 


vfr* 


Changed original stated choice 




1o Los Angeles City College 






to Uo of Cal If o 9 LoAo 


3 


n 


2 0 Lo A 0 City College to 






other colleges 


2 


2% 


3» U. of Calif O 0 Los Angeles 


7 


6% 


4 0 U. ©f Cal If. a Berkeley 






to other colleges 


2 


n 


5., Miscellaneous (1 each) 


7 


6% 


Total 


"» : 

1 

*S> 

* 


m7~ 



o 

ERIC 
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TABLE 8 - If You Are Not Now Attending College,, (a) What are you doing, and 
(b) Do you plan t© return to college? 



Present Plan to Return No Plan 

Occupation to College To Return to College 



Account clerk ? 

Draftsman 0 Air Force I 

Dental Assistant 1 

House wife 1 

Supply man 
Clerk-Typist 
Postal assistant 
Draftsman 

High-sehoo? student 6 



10 

(7% of 137) 



of 137) 



TABLE 9 - What College Major Were You Planning When You Participated In the Program? 



Classification No 0 



1„ Natural Sciences,, Mathematics 48 

Biology 3 
Chemistry 9 
Mathematics 25 
Physiology 1 
Physics 3 
“'Sclenee 1 " 2 
Statistics 1 
Zoology 4 

2 0 Social Sciences 32 

Aslan Studies 1 
Economics ! 
Education 5 
History 5 
Political S©8enee 5 
Psychology 8 
Public Relations 1 
Sociology 4 
00 Soelal Science 89 2 

3o Liberal Arts 9 Fine Arts„ Humanities 24 

Architecture 2 
Art 6 
English 10 
Foreign Language 4 
Humanities 1 
Literature 1 




35%, 



23% 




(Table 9 continued on page 8) 
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TABLE 9 (continued) 

i mm ■ — ni THa 1 



Ciasslf I cation 

4, Engineering 




So Health Sciences 
Hursing 

Phys i ea I Educed Jori 
Pre-dental 
Pre-medSeal 
Pre«pharmaey 



1 

2 
I 
7 
I 



12 



& 0 Technical p Occupational Training 



Broadcasting I 
Computer science 1 
Information engineering I 
Secretarial science 1 



7c Business Administration 




8» "“Hone 00 or " 1 Undecided” 









4A% 

*?% 

*r% 

zl3% 



akjcmk ara» ( ^ , i 




12 % 



TAB Li: !0 - If You Are How Attending College, Wh»t Is Your Major? 

— > mj i jt 1 



Classification 

l» natural sciences*, mathematics 
Biology 
Chemistry 
Biostatist ics 
Geophys I es 
Mathemat I es 
Physiology 
Phys 8 es 
Statistics 
Baterlology 
Zoology 




I 

6 

I 

I 

16 

t 

3 

1 

2 
2 



2„ Social sciences 
Aslan studies 
Anthropology 
Economics 
Education 
History 
Psychology 
Political science 
Sociology 
Social sciences 
Social welfare 



1 

3 

4 
4 

3 
9 

4 

4 

5 

2 



% 



*4% 

5 % 

*X% 

*A% 

13% 

s?% 

n 




27% 



n 

n 

3% 

2 % 

7% 

3% 

3% 

4% 

2 % 







(Table 10 continued on Page 8-a) 






Hsu, 

2 

5 

1 

10 
4 
3 _ 
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% 




25 



20 % 



11 

1 

2 

4 

1 



9% 



TABLE 10 (continued) 

Classification 

3„ Liberal arts p fine arts, humanities 

Architecture, environmental design 
Art 

Classics 

English; literature 
Foreign language 
Philosophy 

4. Engineering 

5. Health sciences 

Pharmacy 

' Physical education 
Pre-medical 
Nursing 

6. Technical , occupational training 

Secretarial science 

7 0 Business administration 

8. ''None 1111 or ’'undecided' 1 

9. Not enrolled In college 
TABLE H - Were Your Educational or Vocational Plans Affected by Participating in 

Program? 



“8 




n 



1 

2 

4 





Our 



1o No 



91 



2 . 



Plans were already set 
Plans were flexible 

No bearing on major or vocational plans 
But greater anxiety to begin full-time college 
But the experience and units helpful later 
But perhaps influenced choice of major 

44 

Yes ** 

Confirmed major choice 
Reduced freshman course load 
Narrowed down major choice 
Changed major choice 
Decided to continued LACC 
Decided to start university as soon as 

Smproved'skills (mathematics, communication) 
Broadened major choice 

Maintained interest, but did not pursue as 
a major 

Helped to accelerate hlgh-school graduation 
Made college adjustment easier 

accelerated college graduation 



Ho 

5 

3 

3 

2 

2 

1 

11 

1 

5 

3 

3 

2 
1 

1 

1 

1 

1 



% 

S5% 



33% 



3. No response 



• 1 % 
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TABLE 12 - Did Being Sn Our Program Interfere With Other Activities? Which Activities? 

~ * % of 

No. Respondents 



1 , 

2 . 

3. 



No Interference 

Blank 

Various activities checked or listed 
In comments; 



54 

25 

58 



40 % 

18 % 

42% 



a. Senior class £■ pre-graduation 
activities 

b. Special hlgh-school classes 

c. School organizations 

d. Part-time work 

e. Student-body or class offices 

f. Athletics 

g. Out-of-school organizations 

h. Difficulties in high school sche- 
duling to allow time for LACC 

i. fwhies, recreation 

j. Honor societies 

k. Special out-of-school 
activities 

l. Miscellaneous responses 

"Somtf* high school activities 
Home responsibilities 
"Deglamor I zed the high school 
experience" 

All of the above "pleasingly 
absent » or at least not so 
annoyingly magging" 



20 


15% 


18 


13% 


14 


10% 


13 


10% 


n 


8% 


5 * 


4% 


3 


2% 


4 


3% 


3 


2% 


2 


^1% 


2 

4 (1 each) 


7 1% 



TABLE 13 - What Were the Advantages of Participation? 



1. Helped the high school -col lege transition; 
anticipation of college process and 
atmosphere 

2. Lightened freshman load; gave extra 
points 

3. En|oyed treatment as a responsible, 
independent; intelligent Individual 

4. Introduced to challenge, competition; 
■built self-discipline 

5. Gave chence for new and relevant 
topics 

6. Checked off general education require- 
ments 

7. Enjoyed contacts with other ages and 
ethnic groups 



NO. -% 



82 


60% 


30 


22% 


16 


n 


14 


10% 


13 


10% 


11 


8% 


11 


8% 



(Table 13 continued on Page 11) 
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TABLE 13 (continued) 



8. 

9. 



10 , 

11 . 

12 . 

13. 



14. 



15. 

16 . 

17. 



18 . 

19. 



20 . 

21 . 



Allowed early progress in major 
Enjoyed high-quality instruction (or 
commended a particular Instructor) 

Was reassured over qualms about ability 
to perform 

Enjoyed change of pace and released 

time 

Introduced to junior college instruction 
and final examinations 
Appreciated deeper investigation of 
topics; '“true learning for once in my 
life' 9 

Gained social confidence with Mgb- 
school peers, or with college-age 
students; Increased self-knowledge 
Avoided Subject A by taking English 8 
Was helped to choose a college,, or a major 
Found ft an •' Interesting 0 9 or “rewarding 1 * 
experience 

Enriched high -school course work 
Course prepared for a part-time college 

job ' 

Helped to be admitted by “selective** 
college 
Miscellaneous 



No. 

10 



9 

8 

8 

7 



7% 

6% 

6% 

5% 



5% 



6 

6 

5 



4% 

3% 



3 

3 



n 

n 



22 . 

23. 



No answer 

“None 8 * 



2 

7 (1 each) 

Enjoyed varied media of instruction 
Realized need for broad background 
for college work 

Appreciated choice of Instructors 
Appreciated the concern of high-school 
teachers for individual learning 
Incentive to start other honors courses 
Appreciated use of college library 
“Helped mature me a little 10 

11 

11 



>1% 

7 n 



TABLE 14 - What Were the Disadvantages of Participation? 

No. 



% 



1. 


Tlifee* and 'expense of transportation 


20 


15% 


2. 


Too easy or too pedantic; unrepresentative 
of university (or LACC) demands or teach- 




10% 




1 ng methods 


13 


3. 


Having to give up student-body or senior 
activities 


7 


5% 


4. 


Alienation from high school, or later 
boredom with high school 


5 


3% 



o 

ERIC 



rirgiiiiiTMiii r^ 




No, 



Amount of work In the total school 
load 

Having to give tap advanced high school 
courses 

Interference with hish school studying 
or extra laboratory work 

Difficulty of college competition 

scause of Immaturity, or of heavy total 



4 

3 

2 



9< 

10 . 



2 

2 



n 



15 (l each) 



Being under 2 standards simultaneously 
Lack of time for Instructor conferences 
and for study 

Miscellaneous , . e 

Nc formal high school recognition for 

this participation 

Slow communication between high school 

and LACC 

Gathering up materials and books (for art) 

“Too impersonal 1 difficulty In Identifying 
with college students 

Alienation from both high school and college 
Beltane "■he college instructor graded high 
school participants more leniently 
Formation of bad study habits 
Regret it wasn°t available earlier 
Regret that by special permission he took his 
' course at nights would have learned more In 
a day etas*? 

Resented »s>k l«g ’ 1 n classrooms and -dirty*- 
campus 

Difficulty In adjusting to new expectations In 
summer session' 

Parking problems 

Questionable equivalency of unit credit upon 
transfer 

Discovered an error In UCLA 3 s evaluation^ 
this has been corrected 
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% 



3 % 



27o 



n 

n 



u 9 

tf riU t 



13 . 

?4. 



88 

89 

9# 



,18 



Even though soma people. 

No response 



o o g ■ 



found none' 1 



?Ai _ 



3 

# « 



'. 2 . 



3 . 

k. 






No term specified 
Sn the B 11 semester 
In the A 11 semester 
In the S3 12 semester 
In the A 12 semester 
Summer sessions 



49 

3 

20 


- — 


37% 

2% 

m 




72 54% 

Students to Participate? Mhen? 
Yes- % .... WQ. 


~l¥ 


Wo 


0 




30 


22% 


32 


23 % 


3S 


28% 


32 


23 % 


112 


82% 


6 


h% 


121 


88% 


0 




104 


7$% 


0 
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Page 



Comments 



9 

4 



those favoring 12th grade enrollment: 

Eleventh graders are too Immature; 
might be hindered socially, or 
might lose Interest In high school 23 

A- 12 semester, perhaps with summer 

session, Is best ^ 

9-12 preferable „ because of conflict 
with graduation activities 
3-12 best, for Improving study habits 
and helping plan A 12 program 3 

11th grade time needed for high school 
requirements 

A 12 best; not summer session 
Recommend loosening of selectivity 
so that many 12th graders can 
participate 

Only after developing composition 
ski ils 

Only If ware of interference with 
student activities 

those favoring 11th grade enrollment: 

For evaluating college experience and 
better transition 

For wider exploration and enhanced peer- 
and self-image 

To allow better motivation for ad- 
vanced work 

A-ll (or All-612) not B11, recommended 
“Maybe, 81 if qualified 
To “allow a last chance for relaxed 
learning®* 

To complete all possible general 
education courses 

Provided they are given wide subject 
choice and special attention 
those favoring, summer session 
Summer sessions only , or judged best 
As a more pleasant, less anxious ex- 
perience; not necessarily atypical 1 

k. By those Indicating disapproval of summer participation 

a. Not a true picture of college 1 

b. OK, but less fun ' 

5. By those preferring participation as early as 

possible, by individual potential 

a. Rather than using grade placement 7 

b. Rather than using rigid GPA criteria 2 

c. To explore more areas, one at a time 1 

d. To avoid programming lockstep and Im- 

prove self«and«peer image 1 

e. 88 A marvelous opportunity* 8 for all 

qualified students 1 



By 

a. 



b„ 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 
9* 

h. 

I. 

2* By 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f . 

9» 

h„ 

3° By 

a, 

b. 



13 



5 

5 

3 



12 




17% 

10 % 

n 

4% 

3% 

n 

n 

i% 

10 % 

3% 

3% 

3% 

2 % 

1 % 

1% 

1% 

Wo 

n 

u 

i% 

5 % 

n 

i% 

i% 

i% 
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TABLE 16 - What Was the Major Change In Your Attitude Towards or Expectations 
of College Resulting (From Your LACC Experience? 





la 



2 . 

3. 

4. 
5e 

6o 

7. 

B a 

9o 



10 . 

11 . 



51 

12 

23 

5 



Found classes easier than expected 
No value Judgment 
Gained confidence, reassurance 
Had false idea of university demands 
LACC more like high school, though with 
more freedom, or different student- 
teacher relationship 

Learned to take responsibility, to exert more 
effort 

Heightened anticipation of college 
Opinion of LACC enhanced 
Gave direction to high school work 
Found less maturity than expected 8n college 
students or in classrooms 
Found classes less stimulating than expected 
Found Instructors cold, giving too little 
Individual attention 
HI seal 1 aneous responses 

Rubbed off some glamor from college 

Learned how to take notes and exams from 



11 

19 

8 

5 

4 

3 

3 

2 

13 



(1 each) 



Remembers no 
No response^ 



lectures 

developed freer attitudes on subject 
material and attendance 
Found mature participation In clubs and 



rallies 

Found students had less freedom than expected 
Enjoyed being with minority groups 
Found he wasn't ready for college 
Found many students serious about education 
Was prepared for "outrageous' 1 competition of 



any college 

Decided that the student's Involvement In 
college (not the nature of the college) 
was principal factor in adjustment 
Found more emphasis on grades than expected 
Found class procedures (by discussion) 
unexpected 

Enjoyed friendliness In classrooms 
ajor change 23 



37% 

9% 

19% 

3% 



8 % 

14% 

6% 

3% 

3% 

2 % 

2 % 

1% 

1% 



17% 

13% 
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TABLE 17 - What Suggestions Do You Have About the Program? 

<2S> 



A. Course offerings 

I. Offer greatest possible latitude In 
course selection 

2„ Relax unit limitation 

3. Don 8 t offer special courses, grouping 
or treatment for fionors students 

4. Encourage taking courses for breadth 

5. Group honors students together 

6. Offer special seminars for honors 
students 

7„ Encourage courses to satisfy 
general education requirements 

8, Provide special courses for minority- 
group students 

9„ Provide more afternoon classes 

10 o Permit evening attendance after 
first semester 

11 0 Allow a sequence of college -major 
courses 

12o Offer more classed by Ed°K TV 



Ho 



25 

25 

6 

4 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 



B. Adv I sement 

K More high-schoo! guidance needed 
General 

Choice of courses; availability 
of course description 
Early publicizing of the program, to 
allow planning of entire high 
school sequence 

More careful screening by ability 
2. High school advisor praised 
3 Better college advisement needed 

More screening needed for specific 
courses mathematics) 

Advisement on instructor selection 
helpful 

Less challenging courses should 
be avoided 

Minority group students should be 
be actively encouraged 
4. College advisement was helpful 
5„ Closer cooperation between high school 
and college advisor needed to 
avoid misunderstanding 



7 

10 

8 

1 

1 

3 

3 
1 
1 

4 

1 




18 % 

18 % 



4 % 

3 % 

1% 



1% 

1 % 

1 % 

1% 

1% 



1 % 

1 % 



5 % 



7 % 



6% 

n 

n 



n 



n 

3 % 



1% 



C, Other suggestions 

1„ Expand eligibility, earlier, and/or 
by relaxing other selection 
standards 

2„ Allow high-school credltfor honors 

courses, or excuse from comparable 

high school requirements Ooe., 
English composition) 
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TABLE 17 (continued) 

C„ Othe r suggestions 

3. Allow pass-fall grading, or late 
drop without penalty 
k 0 Individual LACC Instructors warmly 
praised 

5. Hold one general meeting of honors 

participants to compare experiences 
and to socialize 

6. Encourage greater Involvement In 

LACC affairs 

7. Hold prel Iminary orientation meeting to 

help Initial acquaintance with 
campus 

D. . General approval, but no suggestions 
E 0 ‘'None 1 * 

F. No response 



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Of 235 deliverable questionnaires, responses were received from 58% 

(Table I). These responses Indicated (Table 2) that by far the most popu- 
lar reason for participation in the program was to make the transition to 
college life; following in reduced order of frequency were the desire to 
speed progress or lighten college unit loads, and to obtain classes to broaden 

horizons or to pursue major Interests. 

The two most frequently given reasons for subject choice (Table 3) are 
related to the above types of motivation: Interest In a new field, and 

initiating a sequence for a college major. The third reason for choosing a 
particular subject was to satisfy one or more general education requirements. 

At time of attendance at LACC (Table 4), 58% planned to attend UCLA, 19% 
to go to California State College at Los Angeles, and 10% to 12°% each to USC, 
and UC Berkeley. At time of response to the questionnaire (Table 9h 48% 
of those In college were at UCLA, and between 8% and 9% each were attending 
CSCLA, UC Berkeley, LACC, and USC. The shifting which had taken place during 
the time interval Is summarized In Tables 6 and 7. Eighteen students had at- 
tended one or more intervening colleges before transferring to their present 



4 

2 



3% 

1 % 



1 % 

1 % 



l 

5 

10 

30 



1 % 

3% 

n 

22 % 
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS (continued) 

Institutions. UCLA showed the highest constancy rate: 52 of the original 

59 planning to go there were attending UCLA at time of response, 43 as 
their only original choice and 9 more as a result of narrowing their choices. 

An additional 8 students had attended UCLA (not all by original choice) „ but 
were now elsewhere. Of the 10 originally thinking of USC a 4 actually attended 
there as their only choice,, and 4 more as a result of narrowing their choices. 
Of the 11 students originally choosing UC Berkeley as their only cholce 0 7 
were attending there. 

Only 14 respondents (Table 8) were not currently In college,, and 6 of 
these had participated the previous summer or fall and had not yet graduated 
from high school. Of the remaining 8, four planned to take further college 
work. We are dealing here with a group highly motivated towards college,, and 
almost all of them continue their college work immediately after high-school 
graduation. 

At time of attendance at LACC, the largest group had tentatively chosen a 
major (Table 9) In the natural or health sciences or in engineering — a total 
of 57%. The social sciences attracted 23%, and the liberal arts and humanities 
18%. TWelve percent had been undecided as to major. At time of reporting 
(Table 10) „ 43% were still in the science-mathematics area* 29% were In the 
social sciences, and 20% were in the arts and humanities. Although this re- 
presents a shift away from the natural and applied sciences, the proportions 
of such majors still are not the seme as In the general population of four- 
year college students. One rerson for the proportion is that a large group of 
our high-school honors students (averaging 12%) comes specifically to take the 
calculus courses not available in their own schools; these are often students 



SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS (continued) 

gifted In mathematics and planning to use It In a college major. 

Apparently? the LACC experience did not change the educational or voca- 
tional plans of many of the participants (Table II). Two-thirds of the 
respondents reported no change. Of the remaining one-third? most of the re- 
sponses Indicated that the change was minor — confirming or narrowing down 
choice of major? or merely reducing freshman course load? for example. 

Forty percent reported that participation In this program did not inter- 
fere with other activities? and an additional 18% left the Item blank (Table 12). 
The remaining 42% reported various types of interference? mainly with senior 
class activities? special high-school classes? school organizations or student 
government? or with part-time work. A number of these mentioned that the 
Interference was unimportant? or foreseen? or even welcome. 

Table 13 presents a rough classification of the advantages listed by the 
participants. The frequency of the resppnses parallels rather closely the 
purposes listed for their original participation (Tables 2 and 3). Many of 
the advantages center around making a successful college transition? early 
completion of general education courses or of a major sequence? developing 
study skills or self-confidence? and introduction to broader selection of 
courses. Only four respondents listed no advantages at all. 

Table 14 Indicates that 54% listed no disadvantages in their participation. 
Of those who did? the time and expense of transportation was mentioned with 
most frequency (by 15% of the respondents) . Ten percent expressed disap- 
pointment In the level of the demands or challenges of the course? often be- 
cause they considered It unrepresentative of th*f^ taftiir Junior-college or 







SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS (continued) 
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four-year college experiences* In this percentage were also some who com- 
plained of the pedantic approach of the Instructor,, The remainder of the 
disadvantages ranged over a series concerned with Interference with high- 
school courses and activities* lack of conference, time,, and simultaneous 
adjustment to expectations at two Instructional levels* Of the above re- 
sponses* this writer believes that dissatisfaction with the level or in- 
terest of presentation should cause some concern* although the percentage of 
responses Involved Is not very great* j 

I 

When asked for opinions about the best times for participation* the large j 

majority (76 to 88%) recommended the twelfth grade and the summer session j 

Immediately preceding (or during) the twelfth grade* Under 30% recommended j 

eleventh-grade participation* and 10% suggested that criteria other then j 

grade placement be used* A wide variety of supplementary comments was ap- j 

pended* 1 

When asked about any changes in attitudes towards* or expectations of 
college (Table 16) * 70% responded* Thirty-seven percent found classes 1 

easier than expected; some of these added positive or negative value judg- I 

ments in their responses* Although the unstructured nature of the question j 

J 

makes classification difficult there were not many responses indicating that j 

\ 

the attltudinal change was unfavorable towards LACC* or towards college In 
general; of 149 responses tallied, 14 eould be considered unfavorable to the 

LACC experience* 1 

Respondents offered a rather large variety of suggestions for the improve- 1 



ment of the program (Table 17)* A rough classification immediately shows 
that 18% wanted the greatest possible latitude In course selection* and that' 
the same number suggested that the load limit then In effect of five etoefa& 
hours weekly be relaxed* Since the question was open-ended* these are slgnffl 
cant suggestions* (Because of them* the Los Angeles City admlnfsfcrat Iv© com- 
mittee liberalized the load limit for Fall* 1968 participants to 6 units*) 








SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS (continued) 

The suggestions next in order of frequency, at 7% apiece, were the need for 
more high-school guidance in choice and description of courses, and the re- 
laxing of present restrictions on eligibility so as to make the experience 
available to a broader spectrum of students attending the high schools. Close 
behind these was the suggestion that high schools publicize the program widely 
and early „ so that students could plan their hlgh-schoo! programs from the 
beginning to take advantage of the opportunity. Other opinions were wide- 
ranging and somtlmes contradictory; they are of considerable Interest, and are 

listed In Table 17° 

The results of the questionnaire Indicate that the great majority of the 
responding participants view their initial experience in college ©n our campus 
quite favorably ° Many of them recommend participation by more hlgh^chool 
students and In more courses. On the basis of their answers, as well as by 
their academic performance summarized In previous reports, the program ap- 
pears to be successful and worth even greater encouragement by hlgh-school and 
college advisors. The specific suggestions which apply to planning or advise- 
ment by personnel on the Los Angeles City College campus will be carefully 
considered as the basis for possible change. 
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HIGH SCHOOL- JUNIOR COLLEGE HONORS PROGRAM SURVEY 

1, What were your reasons for participating in the program? 

2 . What were your reasons for choosing the subject (s) you enrolled in? 



3. At that time, what college or colleges were you planning to attend after 
high school graduation? 

4. What major were you planning? 

5. Were your educational or vocational plans affected by participating in our 

program? Yes No 

Comments : 



6. If you are now in college, where are you attending and what is your major? 

7. If you did attend another college but are not now attending (a) where 

did you go? (t>) for how long? 

(c) what is your present occupation? ■ — 

(d) Do you plan to return to college? Yes No 

8. If you have not attended college since your L.A.C.C, Honors classes, (a) what 

is your present occupation? . (b) Y° u ^ ave an Y 

plans for attending college in the near future? • .. — 

9. Did you find that being in our program interfered with other activities 
in which you would have liked to share? If so, please check: 



a. 

b. 


School oraan i zat ions 


e. 


Ant of school oraan i zat ions 'i 


Student body or class 
offices 


f. 


Music or other special 


c. 


Senior class and pre- 
orddiidt Ion act i v i t iss 


g. 


lessons _ 

Part-time work 


d. 


Special high-school 
classes 


V 

h. 


Other (sDecifv) 



Comments: 
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10. As you look back on the high-school Honors program, what would you list 
as the advantages to you of having participated? 

11. What disadvantages would you list? 

12. Would you advise other qualified students to participate? Yes^ __ No 

a. In the Bll semester? Comments: — — 

b. In the All semester? — — : — ■- 

c. In the Bl? semester? — - — - — ■ — ■■■ 

d. In the A12 semester? — 

e. Summer sessions? - — — 

13. As you recall it, what was the major change in your attitude towards or ex 
pectations of college resulting from your L.A.C.C. experience? 



14. What suggestions do you have about course offerings, advisement, or any 
other parts of the program? 
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LOS ANGELES CITY COLLEGE 
855 North Vermont Avenue 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90029 



Dear 



In the 
In 

I Anno 1 , 



semester, 



as a 



nart 



> A, 



you enrolled 



We are at present carrying out an evaluation of this pro- 
gram, and should be much interested in your reactions to the 
experience, now that some time has elapsed since you were here. 



We hope that you will fill in the enclosed questionnaire and 
return it to us in the envelope provided, no later than 
MAY 1 1968, if possible. You need not sign the questionnaire. 

We and f S tSre participants of the High-School Honors Program 
will greatly appreciate your cooperation. 



Sincerely yours, 

Ruth $. Stein, Ed.D. 
Coordinators High-School 
Honors Program 



RSS/e 

Enclosures 
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